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A curious problem thus arises in connexion with the
half-broad, for there seems to be substantial grounds for
doubting whether any of the so-called Sirnon coins of
this denomination dated 1656 were actually struck in
that year. It will be remembered that the dies in the
Mint supposed by Henfrey 70 to be the original ones, have
been proved by their steel-marks to be the production of
Tanner, and impressions from them cannot, in spite of
their date, be older than the second part of the eighteenth
century. Only such pieces as exhibit differences in the
lettering from these are entitled to be considered genuine
Simon coins. Mr. Macdonald informs me that none of
the half-broads in the Hunterian Museum have indented
letters.

If any original pieces exist, the hybrid character of
the obverse and reverse designs is somewhat strange. In
1656 the only other coins issued, neglecting the claims
of the fifty-shilling piece as an independent issue, were
broads and half-crowns. As in the contemporary French
coins, the gold and silver pieces were distinguished by
modifications of the same design, and it is difficult
to imagine why the bare bust of the broad, and the
garnished shield of the half-crown, should have been
combined in the case of the half-broad. In the Council's
Order71 in 1656 to Simon to engrave the dies from the
approved draughts, only drawings of two coins are
mentioned, viz. the broad and the crown. However, the
existence of the obverse punch, as well as the engraver's
account, shows that this coin was projected by Simon, if
not by the Council, in view of the proposed large coinage

70  Op cit, p. 107.

71  Quoted in 2nd ed. of Yertue's Woiks o/TJiomas Simon, pp. 70-71.